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Plaintiff, | ——— ENTERED —_ SERVEDON| ff 2 2 &
’ : COUNSELIPARTIES OF RECORD | £ 3 &
Vs : alzs20
| , - >Ima~o
WALKER RIVER PATUTE TRIBE, | JUL 10 224 ol S22@
| | 11
i . 1 z A mo=
 Plaintiff-Intervenor, | CLERKUSDISTRICTCOURT & &2 5
vs. | DISTRICT OF NEVADA °cs ¥ o
| | [ BY: - DEPUTY | & 2
WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRICT, | 2 :—Ui
a corporation, et al.,
1
‘ Defendants.
|
PRESENT: THE HONORABLE WILLIAMG.( 4 %
DEPUTY CLERK: KATIELYNN OGDEN = &
! ; %
COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFF(S): NONE # .
COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANT(S): NONE & = w8
MINUTE ORDER IN CHAMBERS: v =S
. 5 5 2.
At the status conference conducted on Jul @ . = <
e-service order, the court directed the parties to ex( N - & % 5 o
the most recent version of the proposed supersedlr = . ® 1 % S ‘”
Report and Recommendation to be filed regardmg = @ % 2 & &
Under the lead of counsel for Plaintiff Andrew e o £ = Eg -
Resources Sectian, Environment and Natural Resc . 5 c & & g f~ =
final version of the proposed e-service order and a 1 £ " i';*’.‘; - =4 o
substantive revisjons to the original e-service ordey £ w Emif w Cor
C. Jones. The qourt will thereafter assimilate = ” "“g;z - :
Recommendation to District Judge Jones proposin I gr“ g i &
; ? ° mm !: £ 1:-_{
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JUL 10 203 AERE
z 40
WALKER RIVER PAIUTE TRIBE, 218239
! CLERK US DISTRICT COURT ) 9 > 8
Plaintiff-Intervenor, . DISTRICT OF NEVADA DEPUTY 8w C
Vs BY. : -
WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DTSTRICT
a corporation, ef al.,
f;
Defendants. z
% i
I -
PRESENT: THE HONORABLE WILLIAM C ?’j t
DEPUTY CLERK: KATIE LYNN OGDEN {g
3 3
COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFF(S): NON % <
‘z i o
COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANT(S): NON 5 o '9?
| = Og _
MINUTE ORDER IN CHAMBERS: s - 'g e ‘:;
B o b ! L
At the status conference conducted on Ji n 2 n E i 9 b
-e-service-order; the court-directed the parties:to e F e Boom - & §
‘the-mestrecent Version of the proposed supersed = - b4 e
Report and Recgmmendation to be filed regardin = ﬁ Ei £ =
Under the lead|of counsel for Plaintiff Andrey ‘;;_: b %;ﬁ o “:"_
Resources Sectipn, Environment and Natural Res = e 1;3;}2 b o
final version of the proposed e-service order and a % o ;;:asg <
substantive revigions to the original e- service orde B L - o k
C. Jones. The court will thereafter a551m11ate 2 2;5,‘;;@ %
Recommendation to District Judge Jones proposm ";f Ty ‘;3\ . % _
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF N@X7A™ +
, 0
e &
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 18 0%
z3%¢c
_r R
Plaintiff, e :<'E A -
Vs. % % 5‘ LUT)
o>z '-3
WALKER RIVER PAIUTE TRIBE, A 0T
| 4885
Plaintiff-Intervenor, ! =270
Vs. ; 8 %
WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRIC'i
a corporation, ¢ al., '2
Defendants.
,m
PRESENT: THE HONORABLE WILLIAMi %;%q i
DEPUTY CLERK: KATIE LYNN OGDEN| *%
COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFE(S): NOI &
COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANT(S): NO! & S o
MINUTE ORDER IN CHAMBERS: | £ 35 .
: i s @] '~<? ;.-:
At the status conference conducted on J e ! EY b i
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the most recent Version of the proposed supersed ;_'; - N ég £~ ‘
Report and Recommendation to be filed regardin =~ = 2 ™ 545 = ,i\ &=
Under the lead|of counsel for Plaintiff Andrej{ 2" & & ES e
. . i = P g (R
Resources Sectipn, Environment and Natural Res TN mm o &
final version of the proposed e-service order and aj = s i’;,g‘? ¢ pi
substantive revigions to the original e-service orde, £ % ehz = =
C. Jones. The court will thereafter assimilate E T W %: - ':é
Recommendation to District Judge Jones proposin :;j: oo " g
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) i 613¢C
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)| I
) | CLERK US DISTRICT COURT 21¥0z3
WALKER RIVER PAIUTE TRIBE, ) TR OF NEVADA P oellf
| Ly | pepUTY | 6 8 8 2 S
Plaintiff-Intervenor, y = = e
VS. ) 2 3
| ) =
WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRICT, ) i
a corporation, ef al., )
) 1
Defendants. ). m "
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o : F
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i o
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st 5 @ =
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3 ‘ < o
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i s SN :
MINUTE ORDER IN CHAMBERS: ' ff IS §
~....At the staths conference conducted onJuly = = 2 ’;,,’ N G \
e-service order; the-court-directed the parties to exc] == w ~ L
the most recent vefsion of the proposed supersedin] & o o - =
Report and Recommendation to be filed regarding £~ b S [N
Under the lead of counsel for Plaintiff Andrew| 2= B 3o+ & & om
Resources Section, Environment and Natural Reso; = i ?i f;;’g ¥ £ fif
final version of the proposed e-service orderandan = & mg;z " T
substantive revisians to the original e-service order,  Z. drd PRt iee:
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Case 3:

UNITED STATES DISTRICT cotrT
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: N r-
2 m
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—ReEoon|S 235 ¢
FLED ____SERVE‘éoRD 2 %9:20
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& 0 %3
WALKER RIVER PAIUTE TRIBE, f% 8239
eco» 0
Plaintiff—lntervenor, é 8
VS. : - El
WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRICT
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Defendants.
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PRESENT: THEHONORABLE WILLIAM G % :
DEPUTY CLERK: KATIE LYNN OGDEN_ g
COUNSEL FOR BLAINTIFE(S): NON| & £ o
LB =
COUNSEL FOR I} EFENDANT(S): NONI ?j. =
E—— =" <
. 5 o~ £
MINUTE ORDER IN CHAMBERS: . 0—; Ca
: w i 5 @~
At the status conference conducted on Jul M t: > § =
e-service order, the|court directed the parties to exy = E " < & o%
the most recent ver ion of the proposed supersedin % :; = 2 4
Report.and Recommendation to be filed regardingl I ¥ o E 2
Under the lead of |counsel for Plajntiff Andrew| = noer® ﬁ ==
Resources Section, Environment and Natural Resot £ w Z% §
: ~  F e mic W
final version of the roposed e-service order and a m = om0
substantive revisions to the original e-service order ( e -é;m Wi
C. Jones. The court will thereafter assimilate tk = g e
Recommendation tol District Judge Jones proposing. = & ] " v
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UNITED STATES I
DISTRICT G 0
\ » 2
HLED RECEIVED & m
- SERVED ON Too X
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ____ENTERED COUNSELRRTIES OF RECORD o B 5 52
: 1 023,
e ~ 01z567
Plaintiff, ‘ ; 2 54U
| JUL 10 20 ALEEE
595 23
. z 4 m=
WALKER RIVER PAIUTE TRIBE, ; - CLERKUS DISTRICT COURT @ § 2 > 0
| DISTRICT OF NEVADA Ty ©8 8 nq
" % : D 2" 0
Plaintiff-Intervenor, LS g Cc
vs. f- = ?_J{
WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRICT,
a corporation, ¢t al.,
Defendants. m
§ im
PRESENT: THE HONORABLE WILLIAM G. % z !
DEPUTY CLERK: KATIE LYNN OGDEN %‘ % § _%’
COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFF(S): NONE ﬁ . 2 f:i
== Ll
COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANT(S): NONE ; = ,8:
MINUTE ORDER IN CHAMBERS: fﬁ : o<o % & -
S = 8
At the dtatus conference conducted on Ju = zon § £5 f
e-service ordergthe court-directed the partiesito.ex =7 v hd A 1\
the most-recenf|version of the proposed supersedi £ & & ; L
Report and Redommendation to be filed regarding 2 L’j g o @ (S
Under the lead of counsel for Plaintiff Andrey == I, g; :;@;’2 i Lz
Resources Sectjon, Environment and Natural Resy = ¥ am o
final version of the proposed e-service orderanda]  Z. m mg; * IR AT -
substantive revisions to the original e-service orde . o e a !_\.J -’-'-: <
C. Jones. The|court will thereafter assimilate, £~ 1m ke AR i; g
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UNITED STATE| FILED RECENVED 5 rO_
DISTRIC1 _ENTERED —__SERVEDON| p 8 o 2
COUNSEL/PARTIES OF RECORB g = § 'C
Al 0T 3
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ofjz 30
JUL 10 200 12852
o = M
Pl it C o > -
amntiff, _ 21> zZ3x
VSs. CLERK US DISTRICT COURT 9 8350
, DISTRICT OF NEVADA 4 aggd
WALKER RIVER PATUTE TRIBE Br. - peputy | €70
b : 8 %
Plaintiff-Intervenor, -
vs.
WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRICT, |
tion, et al.,
a corporation, ef a . l /\ -
Defendants. }g / V) _
.. <N
PRESENT: THE HONORABLE WILLIAM G & g —~ ? =3
171 == i .
DEPUTY CLERK: _KATIELYNN OGDEN = B T8¢ s
! \'3 = —
COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFF(S): NONI -2
! =S
COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANT(S): NONI " m 08 g ~
— ‘; £ w (Y5 B ~
MINUTE ORDER IN CHAMBERS: o o g :.f_ = * 1
= o RS =y
At the sfatus conference conducted on Ju, w = \
e-service order;rthe:c0urt~directedﬁthe;;pamesio.ex%; = B W
the most recent Version of the proposed supersedii = n - E nt
Report and Recgmmendation to be filed regarding = b oA O
Under the lead|of counsel for Plaintiff Andrevxi < ‘&'; - f,g . :
Resources Sectipn, Environment and Natural Res¢ & o ™ %i i Fact Z
final version of the proposed e-service order and an B 3333 " - —
substantive revigions to the original e-service order =~ _% & 2
C. Jones. The court will thereafter assimilate i =5 e mae -
. .. L I W E .
Recommendation to District Judge Jones proposin{ = . % @ zoo
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF NEVADA
0
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, e —
— FILED WOEVED | § I
- , ——— ENTERED —__SERVEDON | 2 § 5 2
Plaintiff, COUNSELIPARTIES OF RECORD | T S ; °
vs. 116235
; 2l z 3 0
| 29 zlime <40
WALKER RIVIER PAIUTE TRIBE, Z JUL 10 204 529 g
{ o »
: | gil> w3
Plaintff Intervenor, CLERK US DISTRICT CouRT A2 238
v | " DISTRICT OF NEVADA of @ 5
. | e ———— pogty | <2 8
TV | s 2
WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRICT, 2 3
a corporation, etal,
Defendants.
PRESENT: THE HONORABLE WILLIAM G~ § !
¥
DEPUTY CLERK: KATIE LYNN OGDEN ﬁ
@
COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFF(S): NON 4 &
COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANT(S): NON g Uza 8=
| ; 5 &z
MINUTE OR]#ER IN CHAMBERS: v 8
| zZ5Z
At the status conference conducted on J o ” o<c Z2E
e-service-order; the-court directed the:parties to.¢ " ;{‘ £ = oy
the most recent version of the proposed supersed = = 'r: A o
Report and Recammendation to be filed regardin  Z. & 3’ r b
Under the lead {of counsel for Plaintiff Andre =7 o ;*:.:1
Resources Section, Environment and Natural Re| = Poerm T
final version of tie proposed e-service orderanda = {.3 ;‘f:ﬂ = oo
substantive revisions to the original e-service ord =~ & Eail v -
C. Jones. The ¢ourt will thereafter assimilate i~ my . -
Recommendatioh to District Judge Jones proposj £ P4 @ A P
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UNITED STATES DI
DISTRICT OF 0
p
- : 8 m
—— FILED -~ RECEIVED 0 8o 2
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) e ENTERED e OERVED ON o BSa c
) COUNSELPARTES OFRECORD| 7 O I 3
d1z=5!
Plaintiff, ) AE TR
Vs. ) JUL 10 2014 g g%%@l
) AR
A ‘ n <0
WALKER RIVER PAIUTE TRIBE, ) CLERK US DISTRICT COURT o § 354
) DISTRICT OF MZVADA =2>8
Plaintiff-Intervenor, )| BY. -_— . . .___DEPUTY 8 %
Vs. T 3
WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRICT,
a corporation, et al.,
Defendants. i
i
L
ﬁ CX\
PRESENT: THE HONORABLE WILLIAM G.( & / F
DEPUTY CLERK: ~KATIELYNN-OGDEN- | : ~
! g
COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFF(S): NONE i U’:} 50
COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANT(S): NONE g g g
= ¥ ~
MINUTE ORDER IN CHAMBERS: 7 n o % P
At the status conference conducted on Ju] = o é; e Oé g =
e-service orderfhe courtdirected the parties to ex. = & ™ -
the most recent version of the proposed supersedii 5 :;‘33
Report and Recammendation to be filed regarding =~ tj ;{:ﬁ "
Under the lead of counsel for Plaintiff Andrev Fe Fedow
Resources Sect1Qn Environment and Natural Res R Az :
final version of the proposed e-service order anda =" & = LA,
substantive revisions to the original e-service ord§ = g;, a ™ }"*f"ﬁ o
C. Jones. The ¢ourt will thereafter ass1m11ate§ . T o };1 GEe
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: ()] u 5 o
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BY: —_— DEPUTY —

WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRICT, A
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|
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! ol
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#‘?;
DEPUTY CLERK: _KATIE LYNN OGDEN i - O
Dot L B oo
COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFF(S): NONE § 22 §
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— =2
MINUTE ORDER IN CHAMBERS: . Z =
‘ L SEa
At the status conference conducted on Ju . N § E = o
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Report and Recommendation to be filed regarding £ B ‘,fii‘: : " g
Under the leadfef counsel for Plaintiff Andrew £ o S0°% s A
A . e Emlow Ll
Resources Sectipn, Environment and Natural Resi £ @ @ng b Tz
. . g . " head Fad
final version of the proposed e-service order and a z b LRz i
substantive revigions to the original e-service orde '%m A« = Z
C. Jones. The fourt will thereafter assimilate = gg;a’ ™ s
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UNITED STATES
DISTRICT: » 2
FILED RECEIVE‘C))N 8 %
—_— . SERVED 9
| ENTERE. o inns OFRECORD| 7 ez’
UNITED STA[TES OF AMERICA, = buunsclr 53 4C
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> w A
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- ICT COURT 27 <n
WALKER RIVER PAIUTE TRIBE, | CLE&‘QT‘JF(S‘C')T‘%?NEVADA oy é 852
j 0
Plaintiff-lntervenor, ? LB_Y..:'—_—':”* g %l
Vs.
WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRICT,
a corporation, ef al.,
Defendants. m /
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